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U.  5.   DEPARTMENT  OF  AOBICULTUSE 


■  EG.   1«»5-56(1)      AGRICULTURAL   MARKETING  SERVICE 


Egg  prices  at  the  end  of  1955  were 
at  the  highest  levels  of  the  year,  and 
turkey  prices  to  farmers  were  nearly 
at  the  year's  top.  Both  were  well  above 
a  year  earlier. 

Broiler  prices  also  were  above  a 
year  earlier,  but  at  the  close  of  the 
year  were  considerably  below  the  year's 
highest  levels  which  occurred  in  March 


and  April. 

Feed  prices,  as  measured  by  the 
value  of  poultry  ration,  declined  through 
practically  all  of  1955. 

This  combination  of  higher  prices 
for  poultry  products,  and  lower  costs 
for  feed,  is  likely  to  induce  an  expan- 
sion of  egg  and  poultry  output  in  1956. 


UNITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
AGRICULTURAL  MARKETING  SERVICE 
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THE    POULTRY    AND    EGG  SITUATION 


Approved  by  t±ie  Outlook  and  Situation  Board,  January  20,  195o 

SUMMARY 

Wholesale  egg  prices  in  central  markets  declined  as  much  as  10  cents 
per  dozen  since  the  beginning  of  195^,  but  remain  above  a  year  ago.  Turkey 
prices  have  held  steady  since  the  beginning  of  the  year  while  broiler  prices 
declined  slightly.    At  the  close  of  1955»  egg  and  turkey  prices  were  at  or 
near  their  peaks  of  the  year,  axid  well  above  a  year  earlier.    Broiler  prices 
were  sharply  below  their  1955  highs,  but  slightly  higher  than  at  the  end  of 
195^+. 

Egg  production  in  December  was  2  percent  below  a  year  earlier.  This 
was  the  first  month  since  March  1955  that  production  was  below  a  year  ear- 
lier.   On  January  1,  the  number  of  potential  layers  (layers  plus  pullets  not 
yet  of  la^-ing  age)  on  farms  was  3  percent  below  the  year  before.    The  Jan- 
uary 1  rate  of  lay  per  bird  was  the  same  as  last  January  1.    For  the  next 
several  months  the  number  of  layers  is  likely  to  be  below  a  year  earlier  by 
about  the  same  percentage  as  in  January,  and  the  average  rate  of  lay  for  the 
period  is  not  likely  to  differ  much  from  1955* 

Recent  prices  to  producers  for  eggs  and  feed  suggest  that  the  195° 
hatch  of  laying  flock  replacement  chickens  will  also  be  up  considerably  from 
the  year  before.    A  survey  of  farmers'  intentions  to  raise  chickens  will  be 
released  in  the  February  "Crop  Report." 

Large-volxmie  slaughter  of  1955-crop  txirkeys  ^is  finished  except  for 
breeder  hens  which  will  be  slavightered  late  in  the  spring.    The  stocks  now 
in  storage  will  be  the  source  of  most  turkey  supplies  used  before  mid-year. 
Stocks  on  January  1  were  96  million  pounds,  21  percent  less  than  a  year 
earlier.    The  rise  in  prices  toward  the  end  of  1955 ^  resulting  from  the 
scarcity  of  turkeys  remaining  for  slaughter  and  the  reduced  storage  stocks 
in  face  of  an  active  demand,  has  stimulated  producer  interest  in  increasing 
turkey  production  in  1956-    Farmers'  early -January  intentions  were  to  raise 
ih  percent  more  heavy -breed  turkeys,  but  16  percent  fewer  light  breeds,  than 
in  1955-    The  average  is  a  6  percent  increase. 

Broiler  supplies  continue  at  a  record  level  for  the  season.  Place- 
ments in  22  important  States  have  been  at  or  above  20  million  weekly  since 
late  November,  and  egg  settings  indicate  an  increase  over  this  rate  in  late 
Janixary.    From  early  November  to  mid- January,  this  year's  weekly  placements 
have  exceeded  year-ago  figures  by  about  one-third.    The  largest  placements 
for  the  22  States — 22.8  million  weekly — occurred  in  late  June  1955,  when 
broiler  prices  received  by  farmers  averaged  27.3  cents  per  pound.    In  mid- 
December  the  price  was  19.^  cents,  and  in  mid- January  most  quotations  were 
about  the  same. 
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Consumer  incomes  are  contintiing  to  expand,  promising  a  strong  demand 
for  poultry  and  eggs  in  1956.    But  if  increases  in  egg  production  materialize 
as  now  anticipated,  prices  to  farmers  probably  will  average  below  a  year 
earlier  in  the  second  half  of  this  year. 

The  Government  has  recently  negotiated  2  international  agreements, 
each  involving  over  a  million  dollars,  to  facilitate  the  export  of  eggs  and 
poultry  to  Spain  and  Western  Germany  respectively. 


Preliminary  returns  are  now  available  from  the  195^  Census  of 
Agricultiare.    Some  of  the  data  are  presented  in  this  issue.    The  Census 
enumeration  will  serve  as  a  basis  for  revising  USDA  po\iltry  estimates  back 
to  1950.    These  revisions,  when  released,  will  supplant  many  of  the  speci- 
fic statistics  in  this  and  preceding  issues  of  the  Poultry  and  Egg 
Situation. 


REVIEW  AND  OUTLOOK 

1933  Egg  Price 
Pesik  in  December 

Egg  prices  reached  their  highest  1955  levels  late  in  December  in  con- 
trast with  an  August  peak  in  195^^  and  an  October  or  November  peak  in  the 
3  preceding  years.    Egg  production  in  December  was  2  percent  below  a  year 
earlier.    Except  for  March  1955,  this  was  the  first  month  in  over  2|  years 
that  egg  production  was  below  a  year  esirlier.    Production  on  January  1, 
1956,  was  also  below  a  year  earlier,  by  3  percent.    The  seasonal  increase  in 
egg  production  through  December  was  slower  than  in  previous  years,  possibly 
because  of  the  larger  proportion  of  hens  in  the  laying  flock,  and  fewer  p\al- 
lets.    The  low  month  for  egg  production  in  1955  was  September,  when  13.3  mil- 
lion cases  were  produced  on  farms.    The  December  production  of  15*2  million 
cases  was  only  ih  percent  larger  than  September.    A  year  earlier,  the  increase 
was  19  percent. 

Early  in  December  the  price  rise  was  stim\ilated,  particxilarly  in  the 
Northeast  and  mid-West,  by  purchases  under  a  program  for  the  export  of  eggs 
to  Spain.    The  mid-December  U.  S.  average  egg  price  received  by  farmers  was 
47.1  cents  per  dozen  compared  with  k^.k  cents  a  month  earlier,  and  32-7  cents 
a  year  earlier.    The  high  price  and  scarcity  of  fresh  eggs  resiilted  in  almost 
complete  use  of  the  shell  eggs  remaining  in  storage. 
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Table  3       Monthly  range  of  daily  closing  prices  of  egg  future  contracts 
on  the  Chicago  Mercantile  Exchange,  1952-55 
contracts,  and  195"^  contracts  to  date 


Range  of  dailj' 
closing  prices 
(per  dozen) 
during  the 
month  of: 


Contracts  by  delivery  month  in  which  contract  is  deliverable  1/ 


September 


October 


November 


December 


Janviaiy 


1953 

January 

February 

March 

April 

May 

June 

Juiy 

August 

September 

October 

November 

December 

195^+ 
January 
February 
March 
April 
May 
June 
July 
August 
September 
October 
November 
December 

1955 
January 
February 
March 
April 
May 
June 
July 
August 
September 
October 
November 
December 

1956 

January  2/ 


Cents 

Ml. 75-^+7.55 
i+o. 55-^9-05 
50.35-52.75 
51.20-5^.25 
51.35-53.95 
51.85-5^+.20 

51.75-53.85 
52.35-5^.10 
51. 65-5'+.  "+0 
U3. 85-1+5 
U3. 25-1+3 
1+3. 55-1+1+ 


35' 
95 
60 


1+4.20-46.70 
46.10-47.55 
42.60-46. 95 
40.80-43.45 
40. 60 -42. 10 
38.00-41.35 
38.10-42.75 
31.05-38.45 

27.OOA-30.9O. 

36.IOB-38.65 
37.40-39.00 
36.30-38.75 


38.00-43.85 
42.60-47.35 
42.30-46.55 
42.00-44.90 

4o. 20-42.75 
40.90-42.65 

35.25-1+1.95 
37.15-40.45 
,38. 30-41. 35  J 
40. 20-43.  lOB' 
40. 40 -42. 95 
42.85-46.70 


1^5.15 


Cents 

44.85-47.60 
46.50-49.65 

49.35-51.75 
50.20-52.70 
50.25-52.15 
50.50-52.80 
50.80-52.80 
50.50-52.25 
50.75-53.80 
L48. 90-53.00. 
43.15-43.50" 
U3. 15-44.40 


44.20-46.55 

45.70-47.35 

42.10-46.50 

40. 40-42. 85 

40. 05-41. 75 

37.95-41.30 

38.00-42.80 

32.05-38.95 

26.20-31.65 

24. 25-27. 35J 

■37.45-38.40^ 

36.30-38.75 


38.00-43.30 
42.65-47.30 
42.20-46.95 
41. 80-44. 95 
40.70-42.90 
1+1.55-^3.35 
36.10-42.70 
37.35-1+1.1+5 
38.65-42.45 
31.10-37.65. 
40. 25-43. 00' 
42.85-46.25 


44.80 


Cents 


49.80-51.30 
48. 40-50. 15B 
48.65-50.70 


Cents 


49.15-50.40    46. 50-47. 6OB 
I+7.45A-49.75  45.IOB-47.45 
1+7.35-51.50  44.00-48.25 


44.90-51.30 
41.85-43.95 


43.70-47.65 
41.05-43.05 
42.10-47-75 


39.75-1+1.25 
39-50-40.60 
37.30-40.25 
37.40-42.35 
32.90-38.50 
27.25-32.45 
25.30-28.40 
25.65-29.60 


37.i5-lH.30 

33. 25-37. 50B 

28.20-33.00 

25.90-29.30 

26.20-29.65 

25.45-27.10 


1+1. 55' 
41. 50. 
42.50 
37.05 
38.35 
39.85 
29.35 
28.85 


.44.80 

■1+3.25 
-44.10 

•1+3.55 
-1+2.35 
-43.40 

-39.15 
-35.75 


42. 40-44.40 
38.10-43.75 
38.50-42.50 
39.90-43.85 
30. 40-40.05 

30.25-39.25 
40.50-45.65 


Cents 


40.20-46. 20 


41.50-45.00 
42.10-44.25 
39. 75-1+1. 1+0 
40.15-42. 25 


4i. 75.47. 60B 


28.20-31.50 
25.90-29.25 
26.20-28.45 
25.15-27.80 


27.55-31.85 


36.85-43.25 
38.30-41.00 
38.50-42.25 
30.25-38.50 
30.20-37.30 
38.05-46.55 


i+5.75 


1/  Gaps  between  brackets,  or  in  series  of  numbers,  denote  change  in  year  of  con- 
tract.    2/  Closing  price  as  of  Janmry  1$,  195^. 
A  -  Asked.    B  -  Bid. 
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Early  in  the  fall  the  cold-storage  stocks  of  shell  eggs  were  consider- 
ably larger  than  a  year  earlier,  and  were  moving  into  cons\aii5)tion  slowly. 
T?he  price  was  lower  than  the  price  at  which  they  had  been  pvtrchased  for  stor- 
age.   About  mid -November,  this  pict\ire  changed.    Rising  prices  for  fresh  eggs 
provided  opportunity  for  the  profitable  sale  of  eggs  from  storage.  Their 
value,  as  reflected  by  prices  for  near -month  futures  contract  prices  in 
Chicago,  rose  frcan  28.85  cents  for  the  November  contract  on  November  1,  to 
^6.50  cents  for  the  January  contract  on  December  30. 

In  early  December,  prices  were  stimulated  by  a  program  to  export  eggs 
from  the  United  States  to  Spain.    On  December  1  the  International  Cooperation 
Administration  allotted  $1.5  mm  ion  to  Spain  for  the  piir chase  of  eggs  in  the 
next  month  and  a  half.    The  sum  was  to  be  offset  by  the  payment  to  the  U.  S. 
of  an  equivalent  amount  of  Spanish  cvirrency.    Trade  reports  indicated  that 
before  mid -December  Spain  had  contracted  for  almost  70,000  cases  of  eggs  for 
immediate  shipment. 

In  the  first  week  of  January,  egg  prices  weakened  ^  but  whole- 
sale quotations  remained  generally  20  cents  above  a  year  earlier.    At  mid- 
month  they  declined  f\irther.    On  Jantiary  3  egg  fut\ire  prices  for  delivery  in 
the  fall  of  1956  were  about  7  cents  above  a  year  earlier,  and  almost  ik  cents 
above  October  closing  prices  in  1955 ^  but  only  slightly  higher  than  future 
contract  prices  during  most  of  the  1955  into-storage  season.    Seasonal  expec- 
tations are  for  prices  of  fresh  eggs  to  drift  lower  in  the  next  month  or  so, 
linless  weather  or  other  factors  interfere  with  the  aormal  production  and 
distribution  of  eggs. 

More  Hens,  Fewer  Pullets, 

in  Laying  Flock 

The  kll  million  hens  and  pullets  on  farms  Janxxary  1,  1956  were  3  per  - 
cent  below  a  year  earlier,  while  rate  of  lay  was  the  same.    Production  in 
December  and  on  Janviary  1  was  below  a  year  earlier. 

Egg  production  in  the  first  ^4-  or  5  months  of  I956  is  likely  to  be 
quite  close  to  the  1955  toteul  for  the  same  period.    Factors  peculiar  to  each 
year  will  probably  tend  to  resiilt  in  similar  outputs.    Adverse  weather  de- 
pressed the  rate  of  lay  in  February-March  1955.    This  year,  the  laxger  propor- 
tion of  old  hens  (contrasted  to  pullets)  in  the  flock  may  have  a  similar 
effect.    On  the  other  hand,  the  long-term  upward  trend  in  rate  of  lay  may 
partly  offset  the  influences  tending  toward  smaller  production. 

On  October  1,  1955,  53  percent  of  the  laying  flock  was  hens  and  k'J  per- 
cent pullets,  in  contrast  with  kS  and  52  percent  a  year  earlier.    The  195^ 
percentage  of  pullets  in  the  total,  was  above  average,  as  shown  in  table  k, 
while  the  October  1,  1955  proportions  of  hens  and  pullets  in  the  flock  more  or 
less  conformed  to  -pre-l^^k  trend.    As  the  total  mamber  of  layers  reported  for 
Jajiuary  1,  I956  was  about  "normal"  in  relation  to  the  previous  October  1,  it 
appears  that  the  current  flock  continues  more  heavily  weighted  with  hens  than 
was  last  year's  flock.    Data  on  the  composition  of  the  January  1  laying  flock 
will  be  reported  February  I3. 
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Table  h  .-  Hens  and  pullets  as  percentages  of  toted  nunibers 
of  October  1  and  January  1  layers,  October  19^5  to  date 


\                    October  1  \ 

January  1  following 

Year 

;  Pullets  \ 

\  Pullets  ; 

Hens 

\of  laying  \ 

Total 

Hens 

*of  laying  \ 

Total 

'.  age 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

19*^5 

63 

37 

100 

36 

64 

100 

1946 

62 

38 

100 

38 

62 

100 

1947 

:  60 

40 

100 

37 

63 

100 

1948 

61 

39 

100 

38 

62 

100 

1949 

57 

43 

100 

35 

65 

100 

1950 

"  57 

43 

100 

39 

61 

100 

1951 

55 

45 

100 

37 

63 

100 

1952 

55 

45 

100 

39 

61 

100 

1953  : 

50 

50 

100 

34 

66 

100 

1954 

48 

52 

100 

33 

67 

100 

1955 

53 

47 

100 

There  are  differing  opinions  concerning  the  egg-laying  capacity  of 
hens.    Each  opinion  is  probably  formed  on  the  basis  of  experience  with  hens 
of  different  genetic  background  and  under  different  managements.    At  one 
extreme,  a  few  Northeastern  poultrymen  have  adopted  a  program  of  growing 
replacement  pullets  only  every  other  year,  thereby  operating  their  laying 
plants  exclusively  with  hens  for  part  of  their  2-year  cycle.    At  the  other 
extreme,  some  recommendations  for  operating  laying  cages  call  for  1.25  re- 
placements per  cage  per  year. 

Replacement  Hatch 
Expected  above  1955 

Trade  reports  of  hatchery  orders  for  replacement  chicks  indicate  a 
considerably  larger  hatch  than  in  1955*    This  is  consistent  with  the  higher 
returns  than  a  year  earlier  which  farmers  have  been  receiving  from  their 
flocks.    In  the  last  3  months  of  1955^  for  example,  mid-month  average  egg 
prices  were  9  to  15  cents  (more  than  a  third)  above  1954,  and  poultry  ration 
prices  3^  to  4l  cents  (about  10  percent)  lower  per  hundred  pounds.  For 
October-December  1955,  the  egg-feed  price  ratio  averaged  I3.I  (pounds  of 
feed  that  could  be  bought  with  the  value  of  1  dozen  eggs),  compared  with 
8.7  the  year  before. 
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Table  6  .-  Chicks:    Conmercial  hatchery  production  with 
available  breakdowns,  195'+  to  date 


195^+ 


1955 


Percentage  change 
from  I95U 


Month 

For 
broilers 

1, 

For  : 
flock  : 
replace- : 
ment  : 

1/  : 

Total 

r 

Total 

"Cot* 

r  ^J1 

■FT  or* If 

Kil. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Jsmuary 

79 

32 

Ill 

n.a. 

n.a. 

February 

191 

95 

67 

162 

n.a. 

n.a. 

March 

107 

201 

308 

105 

ikQ 

252 

-2 

-27 

April 

112 

192 

30k 

115 

156 

270 

k 

-19 

May 

109 

111 

220 

121 

96 

217 

12 

-13 

June 

95 

3U 

129 

112 

32 

1^*3 

17 

-7 

July 

111 

110 

13 

12U 

n.a. 

n.a. 

Au^st 

100 

96 

12 

108 

n.a. 

n.a. 

September 

98 

86 

13 

98 

n.a. 

n.a. 

October 

7U 

12 

66 

92 

16 

108 

25 

n.a. 

Ncvenber 

To 

11 

87 

95 

15 

109 

25 

n.a. 

December 

71 

16 

87 

102 

17 

119 

kk 

n.a. 

Total  2/ 

1,861 

1,207 

615 

1,821 

Ij'  Derived  by  application  of  published  percentage  change  figure,  as  shown  in  last  columns. 
2/  Canputed  from  unrounded  data. 


Table  7  •-  Broilers:    Monthly  hatchings,  avereige  weekly  placements  in  specialized 
areas,  and  U.  S.  average  farmers'  prices,  January  195'*-  to  date 


Month 

Hatchings 

Weekly  rate  of  placements 
13  areas         ."              22  States 

U.  S.  average 
mid-month  price 
to  fanners, 
per  pound 

195'* 

1/ 

:  1955 

195^*  :' 

1955 

:    195^+  ': 

1955  : 

1956 

1954 

1955 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Ct. 

Ct. 

195^* 

January 

79 

lU.U 

12.6 

15.5 

2/22.2 

24.2 

24.3 

February 

95 

lit. 9 

15.5 

19.8 

22.6 

25.2 

March 

107 

105 

15.7 

15.5 

19.9 

23.5 

29.4 

April 

112 

115 

16.0 

16.7 

21.6 

24.3 

28.6 

May 

109 

121 

15.3 

17.3 

22.1 

23.7 

26.8 

Jvtne 

95 

112 

15.1 

17.6 

22.4 

24.4 

27.3 

July 

no 

1U.8 

17.0 

21.7 

25.4 

26.6 

August 

96 

13.8 

15.1 

19.0 

24.9 

26.8 

September 

85 

13.1 

13.8 

n.k 

23.0 

25.5 

October 

7^+ 

92 

11.6 

l'+.5 

18.3 

21.0 

22.3 

November 

76 

95 

12.1 

15-1 

19-3 

20.1 

21.5 

December 

71 

102 

11.1 

16.0 

Ik.O 

20.4 

19.2 

19.4 

Total  or 
average 

1,207 

729.5 

811. 7 

1,031.1 

23.0 

25.3 

ly'  Derived.    See  table  6. 

2/'  Based  on  part -month  hatchings,  pl\i8  egg  settings. 
3/  Based  on  3  weeks. 
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Table  8       Chicks  hatched  and  eggs  set  for  laying  flock  replacement, 
California,  weekly  rates,  October  1955  "to  date,  with  comparisons 


;                                  Weekly  rates 

1954-55  : 

1955-56 

Period 

:  Eggs 
:  set 

:      Chicks  : 
:      hatched  : 

Eggs 
set 

:  Chicks 
:  hatched 

:  Thou. 

Thou. 

Thou. 

Thou. 

October 
November 

752 

I  830 

561 
522 

1,100 
1,104 

836 
765 

Week  ending: 
December  3 
10 

17 

2h 

31 

Jan\xary  7 
Ih 
21 
28 

66k 

:  1,129 
:  1,3^8 
:  1,246 
:  1,272 

:  1,534 
:  1,562 
1,705 

620 

621 

709 

489 

837 
1  riri6 

947 

962 

915 

977 
1,173 
1,488 
1,476 
1,417 

-L,  JPJ- 

929 

865 
810 
723 
898 

February 

March 

April 

!  2,002 
:  1,749 
:  1,316 

1,208 

1,441 
1,211 

Recent  hatchery  reports  have  Included  separate  estimates  of  replace- 
ment chicks  and  broiler  chicks.    Similar  data  for  a  year  ago  are  not  avail- 
able.   However,  when  the  number  of  broiler  chicks  placed  in  important  States 
in  November  and  December  1954  is  subtracted  from  total  hatchery  production, 
it  appears  that  the  nimiber  of  replacement  chicks  hatched  in  those  months 
was  below  the  3I  million  replacement  chicks  hatched  in  November  and  December 
1955.     (See  table  6.) 

In  California,  weekly  hatchings  of  replacement  chicks  are  reported 
the  year  round.    Recent  hatchings  there  are  above  a  year  earlier.  (See 
table  8.) 
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While  the  above  factors  siiggest  a  larger  replacement  hatch,  there  is  no 
affirmative  evidence  toward  this  conclusion  in  the  reports  concerning  the 
nunber  of  eggs  in  incubators  on  Janmry  1,  195o.    On  January  1,  all  chicken 
eggs  in  incubators  in  the  U.  S.  were  reported  as  32  percent  more  than  12  months 
earlier.    In  the  3  weeks  preceding  January  1,  broiler  egg  settings  in  22  im- 
portant broiler  States  were  more  than  kO  percent  ahead  of  the  year  before. 
Assuming  that  the  U.  S.  increase  for  broilers  is  similar  to  that  for  the 
22  States,  and  that  on  Januar;>-  1  broiler-type  eggs  in  incubators  were  three- 
fourths  of  the  total,  this  would  suggest  practically  no  change  from  the  year 
before  in  the  Januaj^'  1  number  of  eggs  in  incubators  for  replacement  piurposes. 

The  first  formal  indication  of  farmers'  195^  intentions  to  raise  re- 
placement chickens  will  be  indicated  in  the  Febriaary  10  report  of  Crop 
Production. 

Turkeys :     Increase  Expected 
in  19po  Crop 

Average  prices  of  turkeys  in  late  December  1955  were  at  the  highest 
levels  of  the  year,  after  recovering  from  the  weakness  that  occurred  before 
Thanksgiving.    However,  the  United  States  average  farmers'  price  of  31*1  cents 
for  turkeys  in  mid-December  was  slightly-  below  the  31*5  cents  of  mid-October. 

Turkey  prices  rose  after  Thanksgiving  when  it  developed  that  fewer 
remained  for  slaughter  than  had  been  expected.    The  weekly  slaughter  of  heavy- 
breed  torn  turkeys  d\iring  early  December  was  reported  to  have  run  5  "to  20  per- 
cent below  the  year  before.    Later  in  the  month  there  were  increases  over  the 
year  before,  but  the  volxme  of  slaughter  was  small. 

The  reduction  in  slaughter  after  Thanksgiving  below  expected  levels 
probably  was  partly  due  to  the  marketing  of  white -feathered  and  other  heavy- 
breed  turkeys  at  your^er  ages  than  is  customary.    Another  factor  probably  was 
the  retention  of  more  heavy  turkeys  for  breeding  this  winter  than  last.  In 
the  6  months  ending  Jajiuary  1,  official  pullorum  testings  of  heavy-breed 
turkeys  were  8  percent  higher  than  a  year  earlier.    Light-breed  testing  was 
19  percent  lower. 

An  October  1  survey  by  the  Department  of  Agricultvire  indicated  inten- 
tions to  keep  13  percent  more  heavy-breed  turkey  hens  in  1956  than  in  1955  for 
egg  production,  and  7  percent  more  light-breed  birds.    The  rise  in  txirkey 
prices  ajid  an  increase  in  demand  for  po\ilts  since  then  may  have  induced  pro- 
ducers to  hold  more  hens  for  breeding  than  they  intended  in  October. 
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Table  11.-  Turkeys:    Nimibers  raised,  1953  to  date, 
and  Intenticns  to  raise  turkeys,  195^ 


Year 

Light-breed 

Heavy-breed  [ 

All 

turkeys 

[  turkeys 

turkeys 

Millions 

Millions 

Millions 

Raised  ; 

1953  : 

1/ 

1/ 

57.1 

195^  : 

18.9 

47.1 

65.9 

1955  2/ 

U.  S.  total 

16.1 

47.0 

63.1 

North  A  clan tic 

1.0 

3.8 

h.Q 

East  Norxb  Central  ; 

2.2 

6.3 

8.5 

West  Norta  Central 

:  3-8 

13-3 

17.1 

South  Atlan-'iic 

:  6.0 

k.Q 

10.8 

South  Central 

:  1.1 

h.3 

Western 

:  2.0 

Ik.k 

I6.k 

Intentions  to  raise  .;\irkeys  3/ 

1956 

66.9 

U.  S.  total 

:  13.5 

53.5 

North  Atlantic 

0.8 

h.l 

k.9 

East  North  Central  : 

1.6 

7.3 

9.0 

West  North  Central 

lk.6 

18.0 

South  Atlantic 

6.7 

11.5 

South  Central 

1.1 

5.9 

Western 
-  )  _  — —  

:  1.6 

16.1 

17.7 

March  1955  and  adjusted  to  add  to  57-1  million,  woiold  indicate  hi.  9  heavy- 
breed  turkeys  raised  in  1953^  and.  15.2  million  light  breeds.    These  entries 
differ  from  the  estimates  in  the  August  20,  195^  release  on  "Number  of 
Turkeys  Raised,"  which  has  since  been  revised.    2/  Preliminary.    3/  As  of 
early  January  195^- 


Farmers'  intentions  to  raise  poults  were  reported  in  mid-January, 
showing  an  intended  ih  percent  increase  in  the  number  of  heavy-breed  birds 
raised,  and  a  16  percent  cut  in  the  number  of  light-breed  turkeys.  This 
averages  out  to  a  6  percent  increase.    Table  11  shows  the  regional  distri- 
bution of  the  intended  crop,  and  compares  it  with  previous  years. 

Present  storage  holdings  of  turkeys  are  21  percent  smaller  than  a 
year  earlier.    The  96  million  pounds  of  turkey  in  storage  January  1  compared 
with  129  million  pounds  on  January  1,  1955-    These  stocks  will  be  the  prin- 
cipal source  of  turkey  supplies  from  Febniary  through  mid-year  when  tvurkey 
slaughter  will  be  seasonally  light. 
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Table  12.-  Turkeys:    Hatchings  and  egg  settings,  weekly  rates,  11  important 
States,  December  10,  1955  "to  date  with  comparisons  l/ 


1955-56 

Item  ana 

Heavy  breeds 

week 

Heavy 

.Llgut 

ATI 

White  ; 

gnx  : 

ATT 

ending 

breeds 

I uurKey s . 

feathered* 

Other: 

Total 

.  Oi  eecLs : 

x-uriieys 

Thou. 

Thou. 

Thou. 

Thou. 

Thou. 

Thou. 

Thou. 

Thou. 

Hatchings 

83 

Dec .  lu 

Ox 

jOU 

Dl 

T  1,  I. 

144 

ID  ( 

QT  T 

1? 

125 

345 

471 

130 

58 

loo 

190 

370 

oil 

oil 

3i'+ 

13^+ 

95 

±OU 

4uy 

31 

333 

*+ 1 0 

1  CO 

T  A7 

10  ( 

4DX 

crop 

iiOO 

163 

127 

Egg  settings 

to  hatch: 

Jan.  Ih 

293 

758 

271 

237 

508 

2I+7 

755 

21  : 

i+l8 

390 

808 

2i+3 

438 

681 

287 

968 

28 

U50 

Uoo 

850 

285 

UI9 

704 

345 

1,049 

Feb .    i+  : 

696 

405 

1,101 

336 

573 

909 

279 

1,188 

11 

1/  The  11  States  are:  Minnesota,  Pennsylvania,  Ohio,  Iowa,  Missouri, 
Virginia,  South  Carolina,  Texas,  Washington,  Oregon,  and  California. 


Broilers  to 

Continue  Plentifiil 

Broiler  prices  declined  in  early  January.    The  chick  placements  from 
which  early  January  marketings  were  drawn  exceeded  year-ago  placements  by 
25  percent.    The  U.  S.  average  price  at  the  farm  in  mid-December  was  19.4 
cents,  compared  with  19.2  cents  a  year  earlier.    In  January  1955,  broiler 
prices  were  rising,  and  at  mid-month  reached  24.3  cents  per  pound. 

The  price  rise  a  year  ago  was  based  on  a  sharp  reduction  in  supplies 
from  a  few  months  earlier.    In  1956,  no  comparable  ciortailment  in  supplies 
is  in  prospect.    Weekly  broiler  chick  placements  in  22  States  continue  close 
to  21  million  birds,  which  is  record  high  for  the  season,  and  compares  with 
the  all-time  weekly  high  of  23  million  recorded  in  Jtme  1955. 
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Table  7  shows  the  basis  for  expecting  continued  large  broiler  supplies 
in  the  next  few  months,  in  contrast  with  the  shrinking  supplies  in  the  cor- 
responding months  of  1955*    In  addition,  broiler  placements  made  in  the  second 
quarter  of  195^  are  likely  to  meet  competition  from  a  larger  supply  of  farm- 
produced  young  cockerels  (reared  with  replacement  pullets)  than  last  year. 

Allocation  of  $1.2  Million 
for  German  Poultry  Purchases 

To  encourage  the  establishment  of  continuous  channels  for  the  commer- 
cial export  of  poultry  meat  from  the  United  States,  this  country  and  the 
Federated  Republic  of  Germany  initiated  an  agreement  in  late  December  1955' 
The  agreement  provides  for  the  commercial  export  of  po\iltry  to  the  value  of 
$1.2  million    to  Germany.    Payment  for  the  poi^ltry  will  be  in  Deutchmarks, 
which  the  U.  S.  Government  will  convert  to  dollars  for  American  exporters. 
The  Deutchmarks  will  be  used  in  Germany  for  various  purposes,  among  them 
being  market  development  programs  aimed  at  developing  new  outlets  for  Ameri- 
can agricultural  products. 

The  actual  purchases  and  shipments  will  be  made  by  private  interests. 
At  current  wholesale  prices,  this  program  might  cover  exports  as  much  as  one- 
fifth  of  the  total  195^  exports  of  live  and  dressed  poultry  (ready-to-cook 
equivalent  basis) . 

POULTRY  IN  THE  195^  CENSUS  OF  AGRICULTURE 

In  October  and  November  195^^  71  percent,  or  3-^  million,  of  the  farms 
in  the  United  States  had  on  hand  some  chickens  k  months  old  and  over,  accord- 
ing to  preliminary  reports  from  the  195^  Census  of  Agricultvire.    This  was  a 
decline  of  19  percent  from  1950 ^  a  decline  considerably  greater  them  the 
11  percent  decrease  in  the  total  number  of  farms  in  the  United  States.  The 
age  criterion  set  up  by  the  Census  excludes  most  commercial  broilers,  v/hich 
in  195^  were  sold  from  ^4-9,076  farms. 

The  3-^  million  farms  reported  by  the  195^  census  as  having  chickens 
were  exceeded  by  the  3*7  million  farms  having  beef  or  dairy  or  both  types  of 
cattle.    In  the  previous  Census  (1950),  ^.2  million  farms  had  chickens  com- 
pared with  k.l  million  fams  having  beef  or  dairy  or  both  types  of  cattle. 

The  largest  reductions  in  the  number  of  farms  reporting  chickens  h  months 
old  and  older  were  22  percent  in  the  North  Atlantic  and  Western  States.  The 
smallest  decrease  was  13  percent  in  the  West  North  Central  States. 
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The  1950  and  195^  data  on  the  number  of  chickens  on  hand  are  not  com- 
parable "because  of  changes  in  the  time  of  year  at  vhich  poviltry  were  enumer- 
ated.   In  the  1950  Census,  the  data  were  for  April  1  vhile  the  193k  data 
were  for  the  day  in  October  or  November  vhen  the  individual  farm  was  enumer- 
ated.   Depaiianent  of  Agriculture  estimates  indicate  that  on  April  1,  1955, 
the  numiber  of  mature  chickens  (layers)  on  farms  was  29  percent  smaller  than 
the  number  of  potential  layers  the  preceding  October  1,  and  22  percent  fewer 
than  potential  layers  the  previous  November  1. 

Information  obtained  from  the  Census  of  Agricultxire  serves  as  a  bench 
mark  and  guide  for  the  estimates  of  production,  inventory,  acreage,  yield, 
And  other  statistical  series  issued  by  the  Department  of  Agriculture.  There- 
fore, published  estimates  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  relating  to  poultry 
and  eggs  will  be  revised  for  the  yesirs  from  1950  to  date  in  view  of  the  newly 
available  Census  envmierations .    The  estimates,  however,  will  not  necessarily 
bring  the  USDA  estimates  to  the  Census  level,  vhich  generally  is  belovr  present 
USDA  estimates  for  coorparable  items. 
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Table  13.-  Total  nxmber  of  farms,  niamber  of  farms  reporting  chickens  on 
hand,  and  percent  of  feirms  with  chickens.  United  States;  census 

years,  19^  to  date 


Year 

:       Total  number 
:       of  farms  1/ 

:     Farms  reporting  : 
:    chickens  on  hand  : 

Percent  of  farms 
with  chickens 

;  Number 

Number 

Percent 

•         ^  r\Cif^  TOO 

0  /c    T  CO  OCC 

All 

\  5,859,169 

3/^,900,9^ 

8k 

1950 

i  5,382,162 

yi^,  215, 616 

78 

195^+  ! 

!  ^,782,393 

5/3,^18,757 

71 

Percent  of  19^0 

;  Percent 

Percent 

:  100 

100 

i  96 

95 

1950  ! 

1  88 

82 

195^^  i 

i  78 

66 

1/  In  1950  and  195^,  farms  were  defined  as  places  of  3  or  more  acres  whose 
annual  value  of  agricultural  products  for  sale  or  home  use,  exclusive  of 
home-garden  products,  amounted  to  $150  or  more.    Places  of  less  than  3  acres 
were  counted  as  fanns  only  if  the  annual  value  of  sales  of  agricultural 
products  amovinted  to  $150  or  more.    For  the  l^kO  and  I945  Censuses,  the 
value  criterion  was  $250  or  more  of  agricultural  products  for  home  use  or 
for  sale. 

2/  Chickens  over  k  months  old,  April  1. 

3/  Cliickens  k  months  old  and  over,  January  1. 

5/  Chickens  k  months  old  and  over,  April  1. 

5/  Chickens  k  months  old  and  over,  on  hand  on  the  day  of  envmeration  (a  day 
in  October  or  November  195^) • 

U.  S,  Bureau  of  the  Census. 
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Table  It.-  Nuasfcer  of  farms  reporting  poultry,  by  States,  195'+>  with  comparisons 


State 


Total  number 
of  farms 
in  U.  S. 


1950 


195^ 


Number  of  farms  reporting 


Chickens  on  hand 


1950 
1/ 


195^ 

2/ 


Chickens  sold 


1949 


1954 


Eggs  sold 


I9I19 


195't 


Turkeys  raised 


19^*9 


195i* 


Thou . 

Thou . 

Thou . 

Thou. 

Thou . 

Thou . 

Thou. 

Thou . 

Thou  > 

Me . 

• 

13.7 

10.1 

0.7 

4.3 

1  • 

0.4 

0,6 

N.  H. 

J  "  ^ 

10.4 

0.6 

^.9 

3.8 

2.4 

2.8 

.  J 

•  ^ 

Vt . 

19.0 

16.0 

9.1 

7.6 

3.U 

2.2 

4.4 

3.4 

•  J 

.4 

Mass . 

22.2 

17.4 

11.4 

7.8 

6.6 

4.0 

7.2 

4.6 

.Q 

.7 

= .  I . 

2.6 

2.0 

1.3 

1.0 

.7 

.5 

.8 

.  6 

.1 

.1 

12.8 

8.7 

6.4 

4.6 

.0 

S  2 

J.J 

.6 

,4 

1< .  Y . 

125.0 

105.7 

72.  5 

54.6 

30.4 

19.9 

41.8 

30.0 

9.7 

2  7 

H.  J. 

24.8 

22.7 

16.7 

13.9 

9.7 

8.3 

W.J 

11.2 

9.4 

1.1 

.8 

Pa. 

1U6.9 

128.9 

111.1 

88.5 

60.3 

40.8 

74.8 

56.1 

5.8 

5.4 

N.  Atl. 

^99. 9 

339.3 

251.1 

194.6 

126.2 

85. U 

157.1 

114.9 

12.2 

11.4 

Ohio 

199.4 

177.1 

152.7 

118.1* 

81.0 

51.5 

106.3 

79.8 

3.8 

3.2 
J . 

Ini. 

160  .  D 

15^.6 

126.7 

103.2 

83.4 

54.8 

97.1 

1 J .  t 

2.4 

2.2 

111. 

195.  ^ 

175.5 

161.5 

129.7 

109.3 

69.3 

130.5 

98.6 

3.1 

2.6 

Mich. 

1SS.6 

1^8.9 

104.7 

65.2 

47.2 

^2.0 

64 .0 

51.1 

^  1 

2. 

^  •  J 

Wis . 

168.6 

153.6 

119.0 

104.0 

57.7 

1*3.3 

91.8 

77.3 

1.8 

1.6 

E.  N.  Cent. 

885.5 

796.7 

660.6 

540.5 

379.2 

250.9 

491.7 

380.0 

14.2 

11.9 

Minn. 

179.1 

IO5.2 

136.3 

120.4 

94.6 

69.8 

123.4 

104.3 

3.2 

2.6 

Iowa 

203.2 

192.9 

173.7 

156.1 

137.8 

102.6 

157.9 

130.4 

2.0 

2.2 

Mo. 

230.0 

201.6 

192.6 

153.2 

105.9 

57-7 

138.0 

93,3 

4.7 

4.4 

U.  Dak. 

65.1* 

61.9 

45.9 

42.2 

21.7 

15-3 

34.2 

30.1 

3.2 

3.4 

S.  Dak. 

66.5 

62.5 

54.0 

50.0 

38.1 

28.2 

47.4 

43.1 

2.5 

2.6 

Nebr. 

107.2 

100.8 

89.0 

61.8 

61.1 

44.7 

77.9 

68.0 

1.1 

1.3 

Kans . 

131.4 

120.2 

106.6 

89.3 

60.7 

37.0 

59.1 

57.0 

2.3 

2.1 

W.  N.  Cent. 

982.8 

905.1 

796-3 

693.0 

520.1 

355.9 

667.9 

542.2 

19.0 

16.6 

Del. 

7.4 

6.3 

5.1 

3.8 

3.7 

2.5 

2.6 

1.5 

.4 

.4 

Md. 

^0.1 

32. 5 

28.2 

22. 5 

13.4 

8.5 

16.6 

11.4 

2.7 

2.0 

Va. 

151.0 

136.4 

126.4 

103.1 

43.2 

22.2 

68.1 

42.1 

6.0 

5.6 

W.  Va. 

61.4 

68.6 

66.6 

52.6 

21.9 

11.6 

32.6 

20.9 

2.1 

2.3 

N.  C. 

288.5 

267.9 

237.2 

202.8 

61.7 

25.5 

83.9 

46.5 

4.8 

6.3 

S.  C. 

139.4 

124.2 

115.9 

95.5 

15.9 

6.0 

28.5 

15.0 

3,7 

5.0 

Ga. 

198.2 

165.5 

163.7 

122.8 

34.6 

18.2 

52.2 

23.9 

5.4 

8.6 

Fla. 

56.9 

57.5 

36.4 

27.4 

8.9 

3.9 

12.9 

7.3 

2.8 

3.1 

S.  Atl. 

95^.9 

058.9 

781. 5 

^30. 5 

203  .3 

98.4 

297.4 

168.6 

27.9 

33.3 

Kv. 

193.5 

185.8 

153.3 

73 . 9 

28.3 

107.4 

67.7 

2.7 

3.3 

Tenn . 

231 .  u 

203.1 

200.1 

170.2 

76.2 

28.2 

112.8 

70.5 

3.8 

6.4 

Ala. 

211. 5 

177.0 

183.6 

137.1 

37.9 

14.1 

69.2 

30.1 

6.8 

9.3 

Miss . 

251.4 

215.9 

209.6 

167.1 

36.0 

U.4 

65.6 

29.9 

6.4 

9.5 

Ark. 

162.4 

145.1 

152.3 

113.1 

42.0 

16.8 

59.5 

30.8 

3.2 

5.2 

La. 

124.2 

111.1 

107.0 

89.1 

14.0 

4.8 

34.1 

16.2 

5.4 

9.0 

Okla. 

142.2 

119.0 

120.2 

91.2 

43.2 

19.0 

72.4 

4l.2 

4.8 

4.3 

Tex. 

331 

292.9 

265.3 

211.2 

73-3 

38.2 

148.5 

95.5 

32.2 

25.4 

-L,  '*P  (  .O 

1  Lot  q 

009. 5 

05  .  ^ 

Mont. 

35.1 

33.1 

25.1 

22.9 

7-9 

5.9 

l4.i 

11. u 

2.3 

2.4 

Idaho 

40.3 

38.7 

27.4 

23.4 

8.4 

5.6 

13.2 

10.3 

1.1 

1.3 

Wyo. 

12.6 

11.4 

9.5 

8.0 

2.8 

2.1 

5.1 

3.8 

1.3 

1.1 

Colo. 

45.6 

40.7 

31*. 8 

27.0 

U.9 

7.8 

20.2 

14.1 

3.0 

2.6 

N.  Mex. 

23.6 

21.1 

16.4 

12.8 

3A 

1.8 

5.8 

3.8 

1.3 

1.7 

Ariz. 

10.4 

9.3 

6.3 

^•l 

1.6 

.8 

2.4 

1.2 

1.0 

1.0 

Utah 

24.2 

22.8 

14.2 

11.0 

^.J> 

2.7 

7.0 

4.6 

1.2 

1.0 

Nev. 

3.1 

2.9 

2.2 

1.8 

.5 

.3 

.9 

.7 

.4 

•  3 

Wash. 

69.8 

65.2 

44.7 

36.6 

13.6 

9.0 

21.3 

15.2 

1.7 

2.3 

Oreg. 

59.3 

54.4 

40.1 

32.0 

11.6 

7.6 

18.7 

13.0 

2.5 

2.4 

Calif. 

137.2 

123.1 

73-5 

'♦7.7 

22.3 

14.7 

28.4 

17.5 

7.8 

6.1 

West. 

4=1.7 

422.7 

294.2 

227.5 

88.3 

58.3 

137.1 

95.6 

23.6 

22.2 

L-.  S.  3/ 

5,3b2.2 

4,762.4 

4,215.0 

3,1*18.8 

1,713.'+ 

1,009.7 

2,420.7 

1,683.1 

162.2 

169.8 

1/  Chickens      months  old  and  over,  April  1. 

2/  Chickens  4  months  old  ajad  over,  on  hand  on  the  day  of  enumeration  (a  day  in  October  or  November  1954). 
3/  Totals  will  not  necessarily  agree  with  sum  of  the  individual  States  or  regions  because  of:     (l)  round- 
ing, and  (2)  U.  S.  totals  include  unpvibliEhed  revisions  of  State  data. 


U.  S.  Bureau  of  Census. 
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Table  I5.-  Prices  received  by  farmers  for  eggs,  chickens,  and  turkeys, 
and  farm  value  of  poultry  ration,  monthly,  Janmry  1955  to  date 


(including  data  for  cover  chart) 


Year, 
month 

Eggs,  per  dozen 

Chickens,  per  pound 

"PA  r»n 

^ w  ^ • 

■         A  e 

reported 

Season- 
ally 
■adjusted 

:Broilers 
: 

Farm 
chickens 

All 

chickens 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Dollars 

195^ 

January 

46.3 

48.7 

24.2 

21 

•  3 

23.4 

33.4 

3.82 

February 

i+5.7 

52.5 

22.6 

21 

.6 

22.4 

34.0 

3.86 

March 

:  38.7 

23-5 

22 

.6 

23.3 

33.6 

3.90 

April 

oh. 

21 

.1 

33.1 

3.93 

33.1 

37.6 

23.7 

1  0 

7 

22.7 

.  J. 

?  Q7 

June 

33.0 

36.7 

24.4 

18 

.6 

22.7 

31.3 

3.90 

JixLy 

34.5 

34.8 

25.4 

16 

.5 

22.7 

28.6 

3.88 

August 

37.4 

35.0 

24.9 

16 

.8 

22.0 

27.8 

3.90 

September 

"^^  ft 

PQ  Q 

15 

.3 

J-y  •  ? 

27.7 

3.89 

32A 

27.9 

21.0 

14 

.0 

17.8 

27  1 

^  80 

November 

33.9 

29.5 

20.1 

14 

.5 

17.7 

28.6 

3.78 

December 

32.7 

29.2 

19.2 

14 

.3 

17.4 

29.6 

3.79 

Simple 

average 

36.1+ 

37.2 

23.0 

18 

.0 

21.3 

30.2 

3.87 

Weighted 

average 

36.8 



23.1 

17 

.0 

21.0 

28.8 



1955 

Janxiary  : 

32.2 

34.3 

24.3 

15 

.6 

22.2 

26.4 

3.80 

February 

39.5 

45.9 

25.2 

18 

.8 

23.7 

28.1 

3.80 

March  : 

39.7 

45.1 

29.4 

20 

.9 

27.3 

29.5 

3.76 

April 

oft 

20 

.4 

29.1 

3.73 

33.8 

37.6 

26.8 

20 

.2 

25.1 

Pft  k 

■5  7k 

June 

33.8 

37.1 

27.3 

19 

.9 

25-1 

29.1 

3-69 

July  ; 

35.2 

35.2 

26.6 

19 

.6 

24.5 

28.5 

3.63 

August 

39.4 

36.5 

26.8 

18 

.9 

24.1 

29.6 

3.54 

September 

45.8 

39.5 

25.5 

18 

.9 

22.6 

30.9 

3-47 

October  : 

i+2.9 

37.6 

22.3 

18 

.1 

20.4 

31.5 

3.44 

November 

38.1 

21.5 

17 

.8 

20.0 

30.3 

3.36 

December  : 

47.1 

h2.h 

19.4 

17 

.8 

18.8 

31.1 

3.38 

Simple  ; 

average 

38.9 

39.1 

25-3 

18 

.9 

23.4 

29.4 

3.61 

Weighted  : 

average  : 
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Index  of  Special  Articles,  Features,  and  Other  Selected  Items, 
Poultry  and  Egg  Situation,  1955* 


Item 


Issue  No.  + 


Item 


Issue  No.  + 


Broiler  mash;  price  per  100 
pounds  and  broiler-feed 
price  ratio 


178,  179,  180 


Broilers : 

Financing  I80 

Prices  175,  177,  179,  180 

Production  177,  179,  I80 
Placeaents,  veekly,  monthly, 

and  annual  totals  175,  17d,  177,  178,  I80 

Production  175,  177,  179,  I80 

Value  of  production  177,  179,  I80 

Weight,  average,  live  177,  179,  I80 

Chickens : 

Intentions  to  raise  I76 

Number  raised  and  disposition  I76,  177,  I80 

Prices  180 

Sales,  slaiighter,  live  weight  177,  I80 

Chicks: 

Prices  paid  by  farmers  I80 

Production  and  presumed  dis- 
tribution between  broilers 
and  other  p\irposes  175 

Purchases  by  farmers 

of  sexed  chicks  I76,  I80 

Consuinption,  civilian  per  capita: 

Eggs,  shell  and  frozen  175,  179 

Poultry,  red  meats,  and  fish  177,  I80 

Culling,  factors  indicative  of 

Demand;  tabulation  of  factors 
bearing  upon  egg  and  poultry 
prices  and  disappearance  175,  I80 

Egg  solids,  sought  for 

school  lunches  175 


Flock  composition;  Oct.  1  and 

Jan.  1  following  I80 

Foreign  trade,  eggs: 
Exports  from  principal 

exporting  countries  I78 
Imports  by  principal 

importing  countries  178 

Future  prices,  eggs  on  the 

Chicaigo  MercEintile  Exchange  175,  I80 

Grades  and  standards,  poultry 

and  eggs  180 

Hens,  commercial  slaughter  I78 
Hens  and  pullets;  number 

on  farms  I75,  176 

Income  from  povdtry  and  eggs  177,  18O 


Layers : 

Number  on  farms 
Rate  of  lay 

Liquid  egg  and  products; 

production,  disposition, 
stocks,  and  prices 

Marketing  margins  for 
potiltry  and  eggs 


176,  177,  179 
176,  177,  179,  180 


177 
176 


Eggs: 

Cost  and  profit  factors 
Hatching  use 

Parity  prices  and  factors 

involved  in  canputations 
Prices  175,  176,  177,  178, 

Production  175,  176,  177, 

Ratio,  egg-feed  ratio 
Receipts,  weekly  at 

selected  markets 
Seasonal  adjustment  factors, 

price 
State  laws 
Stocks,  shell  and 

frozen  175,  176,  177,  179,  18O 


176,  180    Parity  prices,  poultry  products 


Poultry : 

Farm  value  of  poultry  products 
Slaughtering  moving  to  pro- 
ducing areas 
Product-feed  price  ratios 

Turkeys : 

Disposition  and  related  data 
Feed  consumption  for 

hens  and  toms 
Hatchery  operations 
Intentions  to  raise,  Jan.  1 
Number  on  farms,  Jan.  1 
Nuaiber  raised  175,  176, 

Official  testings  for  pullorum 
Po\ilts  hatched  by  commercial 

hatcheries  175, 
Preparations  for  1955  crop 
Prices 
Stocks 

Weight,  live 
Wage  rates,  farm 


177 


177 


180 

175,  176 
179 

179,  180 

179,  180 

179,  180 

176 

179 
178 


180 

179,  180 


177,  179,  180 


176, 

177, 
177, 
175, 

176, 

177, 
176, 
177, 


176 

178,  179 

175,  176 

179,  180 
179,  180 

176,  180 

178,  179 
175 

179,  180 
179,  180 
179,  180 
180 


*rhe  last  preceding  index  covering  195*+  was  published  in  the  Mar. -Apr.  1955  issue. 

+  Issues  for  1955:  175,  Jan. -Feb.;  I76,  Mar. -Apr.;  177,  May-June;  I78,  J\ily-Aug.;  179,  Sept.- 
Oct.;  180,  Nov. -Dec. 


U.  S.  Department  of  Agriculture 
Washington  25,  D.  C. 


Penalty  for  private  use  to  avoid 
payment  of  postage  $300 


OFFICIAL  BIISI^:ESS 
AMS-PES-181-1-56 


NOTICE 
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Washington  25,  D.  C. 


